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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C, § 1 33). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . The applicant claims priority to PCT/CH99/00300 however the applicant needs to 
perfect this claim of priority by fulfilling the requirements set forth in MPEP 1895. 
Specifically, the applicant needs to submit a certified translation of the PCT document 
and provide evidence that the PCT application was copending with this application. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 2/19/2002 has been 
entered and considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 23 recites the limitation "said data filter" in lines 7-8. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
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351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claim 1-3, 11-15 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 

anticipated by Ausems et al (6.434.403 liereinafter Ausems). 

Regarding claim 1. Ausems teaches portable radio receiver (title, abstract and 

figure 2), which programs of a central radio sender can be received, comprising: 
an identification module (260 figure 2) in which user-specific data are stored, 
a contactless interface (265 figure 2) over which a radio connection can be 

established with external devices at close range in order to send said user-specific data 

to these external devices (col. 6 lines 19-59). 

Regarding claim 2. Ausems teaches identification module is in the form of 
removable chip-card (col. 6 lines 32-34). 

Regarding claim 3. Ausems teaches identification module is in the form of a 
storage area (col. 6 lines 57-59). 

Regarding claim 1 1 . Ausems teaches user specific data comprises identification 
data of the user (col. 6 lines 32-59). 

Regarding claims 12-14. Ausems teaches user specific data comprises 
biometric sensors such as fingerprint ID (col. 8 lines 63-67). Ausems further discloses 
the portable radio having camera (col. 6 line 17). 

Regarding claim 15. Ausems teaches user specific data comprises authorization 
data of the user for using said external device (col. 1 lines 59-67, col. 6 lines 19-47). 
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Regarding claim 18. Ausems teaches radio receiver comprises location- 
detennining means (see GPS item 195 figures In, 1o, 1 p and figure 2). 

Regarding claim 19, Ausems teaches the location determining means can 
determine the location from satellite signals (see GPS item 195 figures In, 1o, 1p and 
figure 2). 

Regarding claim 20. Ausems teaches location-determining means comprises 
GPS (see GPS item 195 figures In, 1o, 1p and figure 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 4-7, 21-22, 32 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ausems et al (6,434,403 hereinafter Ausems) in view of Emmoft et al 
(6,424,845 hereinafter Emmoft). 

Regarding claims 4-7. Ausems fails to show remote programming of SIM card. 
However, Ausems discloses transmitting and receiving video data (col. 1 lines 25-42), 
audio data (col. 5 line 57), camera functions (col. 6 line 17), internet access (col. 6 line 
1) as well as using GPS features (coL 3 lines 5-21 , col. 5 lines 36-54). 
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Emmoft teaches portable communication device having smart card that can be 
remote programmed (col. 4 lines 20-55) providing remotely downloaded information, for 
example, sporting results, financial share information, music or any other material that 
can be conveniently transmitted and received for storage on a smart card (col. 5 lines 
38-49). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify the portable device as taught by Ausems to use remote 
programmable smart cards as taught by Emmoft for the benefit of providing users with 
remotely downloaded music or football scores. 

Regarding claims 21-22. Ausems fails to use data filter However, Ausems 
discloses transmitting and receiving video data (col. 1 lines 25-42), audio data (col. 5 
line 57), camera functions (col. 6 line 17), internet access (col. 6 line 1) as well as using 
GPS features (col. 3 lines 5-21 , col. 5 lines 36-54). 

Emmoft teaches portable communication device having smart card that can be 
remote programmed (col. 4 lines 20-55) providing remotely downloaded information, for 
example, sporting results, financial share information, music or any other material that 
can be conveniently transmitted and received for storage on a smart card (col. 5 lines 
38-49). Emmoft uses identity code or call sign for a multiplicity of portable 
communication devices wherein the call signs are transmitted continually by retail store 
to be received over an area in proximity to the store (col. 4 lines 20-55). 
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It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify the portable device as taught by Ausems to use call signs as 
taught by Emmoft for the benefit of providing users within proximity to retail store with 
purchases available at a discount price. 

Regarding claim 32. Ausems teaches portable digital audio broadcasting 

receiver (title, abstract and figure 2), comprising: 

a storage area in which user-specific data are stored (260 figure 2), 

a contactless interface (265 figure 2) over which a radio connection can be 

established with external devices at close range in order to send said user-specific data 

to these external devices (col. 6 lines 19-59). 
Ausems fails to teach storing DAB data. 

Emmoft teaches portable communication device having smart card that can be 
remote programmed (col. 4 lines 20-55) providing remotely downloaded information, for 
example, sporting results, financial share information, music or any other material that 
can be conveniently transmitted and received for storage on a smart card (col. 5 lines 
38-49). Emmoft uses identity code or call sign for a multiplicity of portable 
communication devices wherein the call signs are transmitted continually by retail store 
to be received over an area in proximity to the store (col. 4 lines 20-55). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify the portable device as taught by Ausems to use call signs as 
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taught by Emmoft for the benefit of providing users within downloaded music for user 
listening. 

Regarding claim 34. Ausems fails to use data filter. However, Ausems discloses 
transmitting and receiving video data (col. 1 lines 25-42), audio data (col. 5 line 57), 
camera functions (col. 6 line 17), internet access (col. 6 line 1) as well as using GPS 
features (col. 3 lines 5-21 , col. 5 lines 36-54). 

Emmoft teaches portable communication device having smart card that can be 
remote programmed (col. 4 lines 20-55) providing remotely downloaded information, for 
example, sporting results, financial share information, music or any other material that 
can be conveniently transmitted and received for storage on a smart card (col. 5 lines 
38-49). Emmoft uses identity code or call sign for a multiplicity of portable 
communication devices wherein the call signs are transmitted continually by retail store 
to be received over an area in proximity to the store (col. 4 lines 20-55). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify the portable device as taught by Ausems to use call signs as 
taught by Emmoft for the benefit of providing users within proximity to retail store with 
purchases available at a discount price. 

6.. Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ausems et al (6,434,403 hereinafter Ausems) in view of Applicants admitted prior 
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art (see Applicant's specification page 1 and page 9 last paragraph description of 
standardized interfaces, for example, Bluetooth, HomeRF or RFID interface). 

Regarding claims 8-10. Ausems does not limit the contactless interface to 
particular protocol. Instead Ausems uses short-range transceiver (e.g. Bluetooth) 
coupled to smart-card. 

Applicants openly admit that prior art already discloses using short-range RFID In 
conjunction with smart card (see Applicant's specification page 1 last paragraph). 
Furthermore, Applicant's disclose that standardized interfaces may also be used (see 
HomeRF or RFID in applicant's specification page 9 line 30). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to use short range transceiver such as Bluetooth as taught by 
Ausems or standardized interface such as HomeRF or RFID as openly disclosed by 
Applicant's specification page 1 for wireless link in order to communicate with other 
devices. 

7. Claims 16-17, 30-31 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ausems et al (6,434,403 hereinafter Ausems) in view of Applicants 
admitted prior art (see Applicant's specification page 1) further in view of Wood, Jr. 
(6,1 1 8,789 hereinafter Wood). 

Regarding claims 16-17 and 33. Ausems does not explicitly show using SIM 
card to pay for transportation fair. However, Ausems discloses using smart card for 
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credit, cash, prepaid phone and/or medical smart-card applications (col. 4 lines 40-50). 
Ausems even discloses GPS used with smart card applications (col. 5 lines 36-47). 

Applicants openly admit that prior art already discloses using smart card to pay 
for transportation fair (see Applicant's specification page 1 lines 9-19). 

Wood teaches an electronic identification system wherein when a radio 
frequency identification device passes an interrogator at toll booth, the toll booth 
determines the identity of the identification device (col. 1 lines 50-58, col. 2 lines 55-57). 
Wood also uses short range RFID system (col. 5 lines 1 1-57) that employs filtering 
techniques to detect and communicate with specific device. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the smart card as taught by Ausems to use smart card as 
disclosed by applicant's or the short range RFID system as taught by Wood for the 
benefit using smart card to pay for toll at toll booth. 

Regarding claim 30. Ausems does not explicitly show the radio receiver in the 
form of chip-card However, Ausems discloses using smart card for credit, cash, prepaid 
phone and/or medical smart-card applications (col. 4 lines 40-50). Ausems even 
discloses GPS used with smart card applications (col. 5 lines 36-47). 

Applicants openly admit that prior art already discloses chip-card or wristwatch 
having RFID technology (see Applicant's specification page 1 lines 9-1 9). 

Wood teaches an electronic identification system wherein when a radio 
frequency identification device passes an inten^ogator at toll booth, the toll booth 
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determines the identity of the identification device (col. 1 lines 50-58, col. 2 lines 55-57). 
Wood also uses short range RFID system (col. 5 lines 1 1-57) that employs filtering 
techniques to detect and communicate with specific device. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the smart card as taught by Ausems to use snnart card as 
disclosed by applicant's or the short range RFID system as taught by Wood for the 
benefit using smart card to pay for toll at toll booth. 

Regarding claim 31 . Ausems does not explicitly show the radio receiver in the 
form of wristwatch. However, Ausems discloses using smart card for credit, cash, 
prepaid phone and/or medical smart-card applications (col. 4 lines 40-50). Ausems 
even discloses GPS used with smart card applications (col. 5 lines 36-47). 

Applicants openly admit that prior art already discloses chip-card or wristwatch 
having RFID technology (see Applicant's specification page 1 lines 9-19). 

Wood teaches an electronic identification system wherein when a radio 
frequency identification device passes an interrogator at toll booth, the toll booth 
determines the identity of the identification device (col. 1 lines 50-58, col. 2 lines 55-57). 
Wood also uses short range RFID system (col. 5 lines 1 1-57) that employs filtering 
techniques to detect and communicate with specific device. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the smart card as taught by Ausems to use snnart card as 
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disclosed by applicant's or the short range RFID system as taught by Wood for the 
benefit using smart card to pay for toll at toll booth. 

8. Claims 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ausems et al (6,434,403 hereinafter Ausems) in view of Emmoft et a! (6.424,845 
hereinafter Emmoft) further in view of Musgrave et al (6,483,930 hereinafter Musgrave), 
Regarding claim 23. Ausems in view of Emmoft do not explicitly show data filter 
can be set by user. 

Musgrave teaches an IRIS imaging telephone security module and method (title, 
abstract) that uses camera to capture iris image and compare to stored templates of 
images to identify users allowed to use telecommunication device (abstract, col. 2 lines 
36-53, col. 6 lines 24-65, col. 7 lines 12-22) or bill different users by using iris scan of 
different users (col. 14 lines 39-44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the camera as taught by Ausems (col. 6 line 17) in view 
of Emmoft to use iris image as taught by Musgrave for the benefit of authenticating 
users by using iris images and blocking access to unidentified users. 

Regarding claim 24. Ausems teaches mobile communication part (see item 210 
figure 2). 

Regarding claim 25. Ausems in view of Emmoft fail to show GSM. 
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Musgrave teaches an IRIS imaging telephone security module and method (title, 
abstract) that uses camera to capture iris image and compare to stored templates of 
images to identify users allowed to use telecommunication device (abstract, coL 2 lines 
36-53, col. 6 lines 24-65, col. 7 lines 12-22) or bill different users by using iris scan of 
different users (col. 14 lines 39-44). Furthermore, Musgrave discloses GSM protocol 
used (col. 14 line 46) enabling call setup to be used in conjunction with iris image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the camera as taught by Ausems (col. 6 line 17) in view 
of Emmoft to use GSM protocol as taught by Musgrave for the benefit of using iris 
image during call set-up thereby authenticating users during call set-up. 

Regarding claim 26. Ausems in view of Emmoft fail to show UMTS. 

Musgrave teaches an IRIS imaging telephone security module and method (title, 
abstract) that uses camera to capture iris image and compare to stored templates of 
images to identify users allowed to use telecommunication device (abstract, col. 2 lines 
36-53, col. 6 lines 24-65, col. 7 lines 12-22) or bill different users by using iris scan of 
different users (col. 14 lines 39-44). Furthermore, Musgrave discloses GSM or anv 
other call set-up protocol used (col. 14 lines 45-47) enabling call setup to be used in 
conjunction with iris image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the camera as taught by Ausems (col. 6 line 17) in view 
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of Emmoft to use GSM protocol as taught by Musgrave for the benefit of using iris 
image during call set-up thereby authenticating users during call set-up. 

9. Claims 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ausems et al (6,434,403 hereinafter Ausems) in view of Musgrave et al (6,483,930 
hereinafter Musgrave). 

Regarding claim 27. Ausems fails to show blocking data. 

Musgrave teaches an IRIS imaging telephone security module and method (title, 
abstract) that uses camera to capture iris image and compare to stored templates of 
images to identify users allowed to use telecommunication device (abstract, col. 2 lines 
36-53, col. 6 lines 24-65, col. 7 lines 12-22) or bill different users by using iris scan of 
different users (col. 14 lines 39-44). Furthermore, Musgrave discloses GSM or any 
other call set-up protocol used (col. 14 lines 45-47) enabling call setup to be used in 
conjunction with iris image. 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the camera as taught by Ausems (col. 6 line 17) to use iris image as 
taught by Musgrave for the benefit of authenticating users by using iris images and 
blocking access to unidentified users. 

Regarding claim 28. Ausems fails to visual reproduction. 
Musgrave teaches an IRIS imaging telephone security module and method (title, 
abstract) that uses camera to capture iris image and compare to stored templates of 
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images to identify users allowed to use telecommunication device (abstract, col. 2 lines 
36-53, col. 6 lines 24-65, col. 7 lines 12-22) or bill different users by using iris scan of 
different users (col. 14 lines 39-44). Furthermore, Musgrave discloses GSM or any 
other call set-up protocol used (col. 14 lines 45-47) enabling call setup to be used in 
conjunction with iris image. 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the camera as taught by Ausems (col. 6 line 17) to use iris image as 
taught by Musgrave for the benefit of authenticating users by using iris images and 
blocking access to unidentified users. 

Regarding claim 29. Ausems fails to Visual Retina Display. 

Musgrave teaches an IRIS imaging telephone security module and method (title, 
abstract) that uses camera to capture iris image and compare to stored templates of 
images to identify users allowed to use telecommunication device (abstract, col. 2 lines 
36-53, col. 6 lines 24-65, col. 7 lines 12-22) or bill different users by using iris scan of 
different users (col. 14 lines 39-44). Furthermore, Musgrave discloses GSM or any 
other call set-up protocol used (col. 14 lines 45-47) enabling call setup to be used in 
conjunction with iris image. 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the camera as taught by Ausems (col. 6 line 17) to use iris image as 
taught by Musgrave for the benefit of authenticating users by using iris images and 
blocking access to unidentified users. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to Barry W. Taylor whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
481 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 6:30am to 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (703) 305-4708. The fax phone number for 
this Group is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to Technology Center 2600 customer service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 




Barry W. Taylor 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2600 
Art Unit 2643 



